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The political upheaval that comprised the American Revolutionary era instigated a new social, political, and intellectual consciousness amongst colonists from New Hampshire to Georgia, which ultimately aided in the shaping of an inclusive national identity for British North Americans in the eighteenth century. In order to comprehend the depth of such a transformative historical event it is critical to examine the extensive process that emboldened the colonists, and led them from reluctant opposition to legitimised resistance and, finally, to outright revolution. Recent trends in academia have ushered in a focus on radical behaviour, and social psychologists have described radicalisation as a process comprised of discrete developmental phases, in which an individual acquires and demonstrates beliefs, feelings, and actions in support of any given group or cause in conflict.
1 Historiography requires a connective tissue between primary sources, which convey the social conditions that enabled colonial Americans to execute a political uprising, and the contemporary scholarship, which identifies the objectives and methods of pursuit maintained by modern radical organisations. Through investigating the media campaign which aired American grievances and advertised protests, boycotts, and public denouncements of those deemed unpatriotic, and evaluating radical developments within the Imperial Crisis via the lens of contemporary scholarship on radicalisation and mobilisation, historians utilise a cross-disciplinary methodology to determine exactly how eighteenth-century Americans transformed the intercolonial communication of ideals into a tool for acquiring political influence.
History provides many examples of how certain background conditions and structural factors enable the recruitment and radicalisation of individuals. From extreme political action in the form of social revolutions and indiscriminate acts of terrorism, to violent protests in which perpetrators rationalise their actions through assigned motives and a given source of self-ascribed legitimacy (such as religion or ideology), many historical sequences involve the radicalisation and mobilisation of the masses.
Contemporary research in the field of terrorism studies most often suggests that radical actors incite the aforementioned methods of participation by emphasising the absence of socially desired values, including justice, equality, or freedom. 2 In so doing, a radical group or movement can often provide a sense of security through social cohesiveness that may otherwise be missing in lives that tend to be characterised by dysfunction, instability, or the perception of discrimination or personal injustice.
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In fact, a consensus across contemporary social-psychological literature clearly indicates that when an individual's level of perceived threat is powerful enough, or when prior responsibilities, such as supporting a family or building a career, are suddenly endangered or compromised, they will undergo a period of 'unfreezing', in which old commitments and involvements are likely to be abandoned so that new purposes may be assumed. 4 People have an innate tendency to act out of anxiety, as well as a desire for conscious reasons with which to justify their allegiance and participation in radical organisations. Thus, it
is not uncommon for people to seek new routines and connections that have the anticipated advantages of providing safety and improving both personal and public wellbeing. These publications were not only ubiquitous, but also provided the wordsmiths of the Revolution with the crucial benefit of anonymity. Whether printed in a pamphlet, or serialised in weekly newspaper instalments, pseudonyms served as a line of defence for both writer and publisher, and enabled Patriots to directly assert their opinions while simultaneously sparing them any persecution they might incur as a result of their political positions. This sense of security encouraged colonists to engage with their protected right of free speech, as guaranteed by the English Constitution.
Alongside this anonymity, classical pseudonyms performed a variety of additional functions.
They added gravitas to colonial literature, and also created a connection between eighteenth-century Americans and the inhabitants of ancient Rome. In Patriot propaganda, the use of a Roman-inspired pseudonym displayed the intellectual capabilities of an author; familiarity with ancient authority implied an elevated level of education and indicated a certain degree of wealth. As the identities behind pseudonyms
were not overly difficult to discern, the fact that rather prominent well-educated men, such as Samuel Leonard, who assumed the name 'Massachusettensis', and John Adams, who wrote as 'Novanglus'. In his argument, Adams maintained that a push for independence was hardly a consideration in the minds of the colonists, and that, while the colonies hoped to remain the subjects of the Crown, Americans were a selfgoverning people who should not be required to display subservience to Parliament. While Novanglus's literature featured thoughtful well-developed arguments, Adams's writing was often encumbered by legal jargon, which Leonard described as a 'huge pile of learning'. 19 Although the pair's exchange was abruptly halted by the outbreak of conflict at Lexington and Concord, the use of pseudonyms and classical allegory allowed both authors to expertly defend their viewpoints in a compelling exchange that lasted nearly four months during 1775. While Adams was a less compelling writer than his counterpart, his ability to continue the Patriot trend of metaphorically explaining the American political landscape through the lens of antiquity aided the rationalisation of radical thinking.
As such, these publications established a connection between classical histories and the social concerns of the colonies within the American mind. By playing upon these notions of Natural Law, much of Boston's print media also advocated colonial inheritance. In the minds of many Bostonians, Americans possessed a unique entitlement to the colonies; they were the direct descendants of the courageous men and women who ventured to North America, laboured to establish settlements, and funded the entire operation with the contents of their own pockets. Americans thus felt that Britain had no right to expect further financial contributions through the levying of an external tax. For example, generation be able to continue our practices of self-government or will we be reduced to mere property, labouring as slaves to our mother country? Will our children inherit the security provided by free will, economic opportunity, and protected property, or will they be sentenced to a bleak existence ushered in by tyranny, excessive tax, and inadequate governmental representation?
As the legislation levied a tax on legal documents, newspapers, magazines, playing cards, and many other types of paper used throughout the colonies, the Act had a significant financial impact, and especially affected attorneys, printers, editors, and merchants. Americans consequently perceived the Stamp Act as a direct threat to the operational capacity of the free press and the overall functionality of business and trade. Bostonian merchants almost instantaneously began to (openly) plead with Britain to reconsider the legislation. As one merchant wrote, '[c]olonies need to be able to trade freely if they are expected to make financial contributions to Britain', and thus pointed out the inherent contradiction in taxing a territory while simultaneously inhibiting a major source of domestic income. 22 Essentially, the enforcement of an external tax, in addition to a restriction upon the colonial practices of trade, did not prove beneficial for either the colonies or their mother country.
The print media consistently served as a forum for the development of Patriot policy and a tool for the establishment of a collective mentality that verbally shamed dissenters for any level of 'lukewarmness' in pamphlets, newspapers, and on broadsides. In the Patriot propaganda campaign, a lack of public support was equivalent to outright opposition of the American cause and Boston's journalists questioned the character of any and all individuals who neglected to exude notions of Patriotism. The print media incited a widespread apprehension of Britain's intent to execute absolute power over her colonies, but also of making an enemy of fundamental Patriot organisations, such as the Sons of Liberty.
For instance, when merchants continued to import or export items across the ocean, their shops were shamed in colonial newspapers, and citizens were urged to completely cut ties with them, which occasionally resulted in acts of vandalism or public humiliation. When individuals refused to boycott items such as fabrics, tools, and groceries, they could likewise find themselves criticised in the media as profoundly dishonourable, and articles recalled crowds dragging individuals to the Liberty Tree to issue a public apology and denounce all things British. Such instances served as a warning to the Bostonian readership: either you're with us or against us.
Following the news of the Townshend Duties -a series of acts passed during 1767 and 1768 comprised of punitive and revenue-raising measures -the production of provocative material increased as calls to action were issued and radical deeds were defended. The Townshend Duties were issued with the intent of funding the salaries of Loyalist governors and judges, regulating trade, and establishing the British Parliament's ultimate authority to tax the colonies, and were consequently denounced as unconstitutional by Bostonians. Formulated by Samuel Adams and James Otis, Jr., the Massachusetts Circular Letter was passed by the Massachusetts General Court in February 1768 and sent to the representative bodies of the other twelve colonies. 23 The letter argued for a strictly internal taxation, whereby colonists would contribute to the provincial assemblies in which they were represented, and it was widely distributed and warmly received. Parliament's insistence on taxing an unrepresented portion of the population was not only illegal -as it directly violated the rights guaranteed to all citizens by the British Constitution -but, as a result of the physical distance that separated Britain and her colonies, it was also utterly impractical. Publications such as the Massachusetts Circular Letter were multifaceted pieces, written as a means of inciting support from the general public, as much as to garner the attention of royal officials and pressure the government to respond to colonial concerns and plans of action.
Although the colonial Secretary of State, Lord Hillsborough, ordered the Massachusetts General
Court to revoke its accusations of illegal taxation, the court remained constant in its convictions.
Governor gruesome details about the actual wounds sustained by members of the public, including, for example, how a bullet had removed a large portion of Samuel Gray's skull, and how Samuel Maverick -the 17-yearold son of a widow -had suffered an entire night before succumbing to a wound that perforated his abdomen. 27 The circulation of such graphic language proliferated the notion among colonists along the Eastern seaboard that next time it could be you, your town, your child, your spouse, or your neighbour.
Equal to the fear and anxiety experienced by Bostonians was their communal anger. As the print media outlined the indescribable cruelty of British troops who exerted 'an attempt to fire upon or push with their bayonets the persons who undertook to remove the slain and wounded', bitterness radiated from the city of Boston. 28 Patriots quickly sprang into action, and wasted no time in organising new aims and objectives to combat King George and his Parliament. A special committee led by Adams and Warren was formed immediately following the Massacre to petition for the full removal of all British troops from the colonies, while a local militia was also instated to patrol the streets of Boston around the clock.
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In the eyes of many Americans, royal officials had reached a new low by disrespecting their status as colonists and devaluing their contributions to their mother country. printers, aided in the provision of paper, contributed private correspondence to newspapers, ordered the publication of specific political documents, sent pamphlets in diplomatic packets, combatted Loyalist literature, distributed broadsides, and indoctrinated youth into the movement through the production of an illustrated children's book of British atrocities. While media influence upon social and political happenings was not a new phenomenon, exploration of colonial news sources reveals a great deal about why, when, and how the inhabitants of British North America became radicalised, and subsequently mobilised, in the years that comprise the Imperial Crisis.
Although Revolutionary America remains grossly overlooked in the histories of radicalism, by examining the ever-present influence of the mass media upon an impressionable audience, scholars such as Bruce Hoffman have historicised the relationship between radical behaviour and the role played by the media. As in contemporary internet forums and online publications for radical groups, for colonists, print media was the principal basis of popular opinion during the American Revolution, and played a vital role in the Patriot campaign. 36 As Hoffman has asserted, throughout the course of history, the mass media has assumed three critical functions for radical networks: the lure of participation, guidance on how to seek involvement, and a forum through which the ideology may be diffused. This was consistent in considering the American Revolution: through the creation of an intercolonial media campaign, the Patriot movement facilitated a sense of collectivism by utilising the fear of impending British tyranny, and exploited certain social, political, economic, and psychological factors and stressors to unite colonists under a set of beliefs, feelings, and actions in support of an authentically American identity that revolved around liberty, public virtue, and unalienable civil rights.
As colonists transitioned through the phases of opposition and resistance before their eventual push to completely sever ties with Great Britain, their decision-making processes followed a course based upon assigned motives, coordinated collective action, the establishment of principles and practices for self-government, and, ultimately, the legitimisation of the methods and objectives pursued by the Patriot cause. These social progressions were encouraged not only by the personal impact of familial relationships, friendships, and social networks, but also by the printed word, as readers were warned that Americans 'never can, never ought, nor never will' subject themselves to British tyranny. 37 Radical writers utilised newspapers, pamphlets, and broadsides as a means of maximising their distribution, strengthening the impact of their message, ensuring ideological ubiquity, and instigating reactionary mobilisation. Resistance was gradually legitimised, and opposition was institutionalised, as a proactive Patriot leadership and easily accessible media sources encouraged colonists to abandon any sense of Loyalism to a governing body that they believed would not only continue to neglect to guarantee them adequate representation, but also intentionally force them into a state of utter despotism. Ultimately, in considering Revolutionary America as comprised of entirely radicalisable individuals who were afforded an opportunity to become actively engaged in combatting the very processes which previously rendered them deprived, marginalised, and altogether excluded, the utilisation of the media was as critical to the Patriot movement of the American Revolution as it is to contemporary radical networks.
